fiOCOHBIT BISUBE 



ID 128 07a PS (J08 71*6 

ADTHOR mgmxm^ Sinclair; Hheel^rr T. J. 

TITLE h Stuay of the Tlesa of Teachers of first Year infant 

School Chiiaren Coccerning tha Effects on th^ 
Langiiaga and Socialioatlon of Chiiareo Who Hatr© 
Previously Itteadaa PlaygTrcups^ 

SOB DlTl Jan 76 

NOTE 1Up*{ Ftlnea froi best a¥ailatle copy 

EDRS PlICB ttF-$0.83 ac*$1*67 PLiiii Postage* 

DESCRIPTORS l^ggressioni Creative l^evelopaent • roreign CoQntries; 

^Inciaantal Laariing; Inteliectual Ds^elopmenti 
Lea^iiing Moti^aticn* ^Pe^r Groups i ^Preschool 
Chiiaren I ^Preschool Iducationi ^Questiontiairaai 
Reading Skillsi Social Development ; Soctoeconomic 
Status! Swweysi ^Teacher attitudes 

IDENTIFIERS Playgroapsi *nnltea Klngaom 

aBSTB;iCT 

This paper reports th€ fisaiiigs of a survay to 
aeterDiine the affecta^ if any^ that esparience ia playgrcups haa upon 
ebildran of varying social class backgrounas in diffaring araaa 
vithiD the Unitad Klngflom* The project aimed at ansMaring two sajor 
guestloiisi (1) Did teachers perceive difflerenoas in firat year infant 
school children tlat they could attritute to previous attendance at 
piaygroups^ and^ (2) If the teachera aid see differenceSp irhat^ 
accoraing to theii viaws^ vas the natiara of the dif f ereiicaa? a 
guestionnaire dealing with observable aifferences in children who 
had/haa not attended playgroupe was constructed* InTOstlgated ware 
the effecta of playgroups on sQclali^atlony fflotivatlon, langaaga 
developaeiit* playisgr intellectual aaad eietlonal aevelopaentr aotcr 
skills^ communicative skills, creative skills^ pre*readlfig skills^ 
aggressiveness^ oxganirational ability^ discipline^ and other 
characteristics* 3Paators considered in choosing the aaapla were 
locatiot of the achools (inner cities^ urban areaa# country 
districts) * nature of housing, and estimated social class oi the 
chiiaren* . Oue^tioiinaires nere sent to the selectea schools, ana upon 
return 92% were followed up by personal interviews^ Besults are 
listad for each guastionnaire item. I conclusion briefly discusses 
the relationships between the regional housing, and social class of 
chiiaren and the warying responses of teachers, (SB) 



* Bocufienta acquired by iSIC inclade aany informal anpubliahea * 

* aatarials not available from other sources* IlIC makes every efforx * 

* to obtain the best copy available. Nevertheless, iteas of marginal * 
^ reproducijjilitf are often encountered and this affects the quality * 

* of the microfiche and hardcopy reproduations ERIC makes available * 

* via the ERIC Docttmexit ReproductloE Service (EDBS) . IDBS Is not * 

* responsible for the guality of the Driglnal document. Reprodactions * 

* supplied by BDBS ar^ the best that can be made from the original. * 



ERLC 



U 5 PiPAOTMENT OF MEALTht. 
iDUCATiON & WELPAHl 
NATIONAL iMSTITUfl OP 
EDUCATiON 

THIS DOCU/VliNT HAS BElN nBpRCh 
DUCiO EX&CTLy AS RECElViD PROM 
THg PERSON OR ORGANJIATION ORIGIN' 
ATlNGJT POINTS OF VIEW OPIN. DNS 
STATED DO NDT NEClSSARiuV RipRfe- 
SE-NTOFFiClAL NA,TIONAL JNSTlTUTg QF 
e^UCATlON POSITION PQUICV 



•»A cruDy OP vmm or mAnmm of fibst ye^ ikpMi schoqi, 
i;>p oiiLDRiM mo m\% tmnomhY aitended pL.^saDWs" 



rapora TO raB S S R C V li R 3813/2 

Sioclair KogerSj BA, PhD, Lie Port, JP 
T J Wheeler, BA, MSc, PSS, MMk 



"1 keep sIk honest serving wo, 
Thiey taught m mil t ksowp 
Their naoes mm lOist md Vhy and fi^en, 
Jkxi Hotf and Where md Mio." 

(Kipling 'The filephint's Child ') 



2 

Jimi 1976 



BEST Co?Y f\\i(\\uf\e>Le 



thm intantiott of the ras^arch stsrv^y ^« te* aseftrtAln the precise 
natum^ if aay^ that ai^ecienee in play groins had upon children 
of vaiyiog social clmm ba^gromdi in dlffsring areas within the 
Uiiitid ^mgdora. The ^search biailds on som early infoMal work 
by the r^iBiarohaic^fi im th€ area of th© development of coiQrajnieation 
1%\ pra*8chool ehildren. Th^ reaearchers^ in eonsidering the 
iQcletal tmd psychological aepeots of conammicativa dev^lopTOnt, 
were ttQihlmd by the alTOst total lack of precise infonaation about 
the e£fectai oii the language md socialisation of Qhildr^a of such 
pr«*achoDl iristitutinoc $lb plftygroupi* They wuld not appaar to 
be alone as the Bullodt Rfiport <13* 1--13,3) centains a atateient 
of the eKpreiaed aims of she playgroup Mvettent but m^es a© attoij^t 
to assess the effects of tlaygroiq>s on the deTOlopssant oS childran 
as they go om to their inf^^^t achcola. The report rather aasuwa 
that the olm are ^t* The project aHamaed the affects of playgroi^d 
froffi ona point of view ofllyj nm^lyf as the. teachers parceived the 
effect in children in ttiair first year of etatuatory state eduaation* 

The aim of the project was Co isvestigate two major hypothas^ai 
I, dp teachers parceive diffareaces ^ lia^isticp devslopneatal* 

bahavioural etc - in flMt year infant school childraa, ^hleh could 

be attributed by the teachers to pre^oyg attaadasce at playgroups? 
2* if the teachers did see differeaces, whatp in the yimm of the 

tsachersi was the nature of these differences? 

4 quastionriaire was prepared asking a nuaber of quei^lons related to 
these general aroM (sea ^pendix 1)* The results of the questional 
aitas wara processes on IBM 370 coi^uter using tha SSPS survey 
ra search programie* 
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The fiirst t^o questions qu cha questionnaire were to aseertaiti 
vfhetlip.r the teach^re knew whiah their children had attended 
playgru^^s, md wliether they had been able to find out by observir 
the Qhild'e behaviour^ or whether they had been told by # parent^ 
a child or Che school etc* 

Quest^onb 3, 4 and 5 mm concerned mth the general area of what 
effect playgroupa minht have had upon tha behaHoi^- of children. 

Queations 6 and 7 mm to ascertain whether the baek.^round of 
chLldran who had sttendad playgrot^s was in any %my different in 
aither age or parental factoM to that of the children who had not 
attended playgroups « 

Questioiis 8 and 9 vmt% Qoneamed with m£m open-ended questicns 
regardittg the child's socialisation, whereas linguistio and 
intellectual developraant had already been asseaeed in qiieitioa 4, 

Question 10 was cQXicirtied with detaraifting the nature of tht 
playgroiq^s whidi tha children had prtviously attended, 

question 11 md 12 t^ere eoncemsd wltli whether thara was such a 
thing as a 'playgroup child' and how tha 'playgroup child* if so- 
called could be deaaribe^* 



Questions 13, U, L5, 16 and 17 ware eonearnad with parsonal details 
and attitudes of the ceachara that fillad in the quastionnaire. 

Question 18 was a free Msponas question asking tf .chera to acmiant 
on any istuss which thay thou^t had not batn covered in the rattainder 
of the questionnaire md generally to voice any opinions as to the 
nature of the resaarch. 
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There were tout mjor variabios manipulfitad irt rh^oelng eh© preciaa 
tkatu-a of the s asp lea. 

Category I was concerned with sehools in inaer city areas* To get a 
wida range of schooli, achools wera ehosen Stom (a) an industrial 
city (Sheffield) II (b) London im inner LDndoii borou^) , and (c) a non- 
Induatrialiied provincial totm (Norwigh), 

The second eKa^le of this factor was those children in utbmi areas. 
Again three categuries were selected (a) m industrial city 
(Sheffield)^ (b) London (an outer London bD rough ) j and (c) a non^ 
industrialised provincial town (Noi^ich)* 

The third axaa^le of this factor were Schools in eomitry districtd ^ 
(a) a non^coimuting area (North Wales) ^ mi <b) a comuting area 
(Hertfordahire) * 

^lother major faotor inveitigated was the nature of housing. Four 
categories of housing were conaiderad in Sheffield ^ 

(a) old established council housing 

(b) new or recant council housing 

(c) old established private housiog 
<d) new or recant private housing 

/inothar taaior factor considered was the astiniated social class of 
children atcendiag the schools ^ based on th# location of the school 
in a particular area. This was eitabliahad by considering the 1971 
deniographic analysis obtained from the genital census. The cateogries 
obtained in this study were Sheffield working class and Sheffield 
cpiddle class areas » Each one of the fourtten categories had ten 
teachari oaking a total of 140 teachers intsryiewad in conj action 
with the survey t 

Two types of smiling were efi^sloyed. In Londea, North Wales , Hartford- 
shlrap and Norwich a rudom stratified sa&apLi was obtained on the 
basis of local knowledge in consulcation with the local Director of 
Education, In Sheffield a blwket survey vm$ done, approaching all of 
die 119 schools in the Infant or ptim$xf school category. The respoase 
rata In Sheffield was a startingly hl^ 87,41 (104 responses) ^ af'^r 
a sacGiid follow-^t^ request for coqplac^d qusitioanairas. 



SECriOH 3 I HEXHOD 



Qu^etionnaires were sent out to all the proposed sehools early in 
Octobsr with a requast that these should be returned within a week 
to ten days* The quistioamaires ware then analysed mi 92% of 
them were followed up by a personal individual interview with the 
mwbBT of staff that had filled in the form. The interviews 
condwctad did not follow my rigidly fixed or iuggested order of 
quescioningt The intaoiewer responded with appropriate questions 
where n#eessaryi and the interviewer was ^rely eoncamed with 
ehtaiiiing fuller details on the queatiannairSp and also tha teachers 
8 ubj active view as to the nature of the school md the surrounding 
eacchment area. The field^ork eoncemad with the survay was 
conducted within the period let - 15th Decs^er 1975* 
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SECTION 4 I DISCUSSiOH OF THE lESWLTS 



Question I ; (Do you know which of your children hava attended play- 
groins 7) 

There was no sigaificmt difference between any of the icoreSp with 
the eKceptlon of inner Sheffield and Sheffield working clasi atemt on 
the nunbar of teachers who knew which of their pupils had attended 
playgroupii 116 out of 140 (82^92) « Sheffield inner areas and 
Sheffield working class areas ware significantly different^ with only 
50% and 40% respectively knowing uhich q£ th@i:c children had attended 
playgroups * 

Quest ion 2 i (Uow do you know?) (told by parent) 

Sect ion Ai There were significOTt differences between mDSt of the 
ichools surveyed as to whether the teachers had been told by the 
parents whether their child had been c© playgroups - 65 out of 140 
(46*4%), I^otably low in this category were inner Nor^^ichp inner 
Sheffield, and Sheffield working class areai 

Seation B i (told by child) There was a wide range of variation but 
no signifleant differences between all the areas ^ 72 out of 140 
(51*4%). l^otably IovT In this category were inner Nortdlch^ and inner 
Sheffield* Notably hi^\ in this category was outer Sheffield, 

Section C : (told by playgroups) Again there were no significant 
differences - 54 out of 140 (38*6%), Both inner Sheffield and Sheffield 
workiag elasa area were the lowest. 

Section p i (told by school or head teacher) Again no regular profile 
es^rged - 42 out of 140 (301)* 

Section E i (asked child) There ware sipiificant differences between 
the schools involved p with inner LoAdon md outtr London being the 
lowest and outer Sheffield being the highast 42 out of 140 (30%) » 

Section F ; (asked parent) Relatively low throughout all the schools ^ 
23 out of 140 (16,4%)* 



Section Si (other msOTs) 8 out of 140 (5.7%), 



Queation 3 i (Do you think that playgirQupa Itifluenaa tl\a bahaviour 
children?) 

All cscagories of resppodeats agreed aignifiGmitly that playgroifl^i 
influancad the behaviour of children * 88,61* 

Question 4 ; (What effects do playgroups have on ) 
Seetion Ai ^ Socialiaatton 

Again thaif€s waa no aijgalficmt difference betwean the schoola. 88*6% 
thou^t that pre^sahool playgroups iB^rovad the child's aQcialisationi 
lOZ thought that the child's socialisation was not influenced by pre* 
school playgroups I whereas 1.4X thought that the child's saclalisatiori 
had actually been hiaderad by thair e^qperienca in pre^school playgroups i 

Section Bi^ - Child' i Understanding of School 

Hie child's underecmding of school was thou^t to be ii^roved by 59*3%, 
No difference for 30.7% and 101 thought that the child's understanding 
of school had been hindered. There wereg however , aignifiaant 
differences between the echools on these factors, with irnier London mi 
Hertfordshire p and Sheffield d with new private housing being the OTst 
enthusiastic and with I^orth Wales being the least enthusiastic about 
this aspect of ii^rovafflint. 

Section C: * Itotivation in School 

With 49<,3Z seeing this as being iD^roved md 47,81 seeing no difference , 
and 2*9% seeing this hindared by attendance at pre-achool plsygroi^s. 

Section D; * Language Developmsnt 

I'here were no significant differences between the varying saii^lesp with 
81*4% seeing lanpiage davelopaent enhancad by attendwce at pr^.**school 
playgroi^s and 18*6% seeing no difference* No respondents thought that 
lan^age developmint had been in^aired by attendance at pre*school 
playgroups* 

Section E; ■* Playing 

With 80% of teachers seeing this isproved^ 17.9% seeing no difference 
mid 2.1% seeing this hindered by attendance at pre^'schpol playgroiqia. 

Section F; - totellaccu^ Devslopment 

Si^ificut differences between i^st of the araas sio^led^ with 45% seeing 
that this had been it^to^md^ 52. W seeing no differeneeg and 2»l% aaelng 
Chat this had actually bean ispairad. g 



Agaiii wide differances of opiniQn from th© differenc areas, with 651 
seeing e^tional devalopoint in^roved, 33.61 seeing no ditMtmQBf 
and I •4% seeing this impeded by attendiiice at pra-school playgroups. 

Section U% - Hotfor Skiils 

No significant differences between differsnt araas of this variablei 
with 74* 3X aaeing m ii^royemintt 25% seeing no differenQe^ md 0,7% 
seeing this v^ri^le impaired by aCCendmee at pre*school playgroups. 

Section 1% -* Pre^readina Skills 

A tradendous variation batwean the replies Ctom different areas ^ with 
41,4% seeing this improved, ^d 56,5% seeing no difference ^ md 2,11 
seeing these skills impaired* 

Section J: - Cocmaimicative Skills 

No si|^if leant difference between the different areas , with 87,1% 
seeing thase itaprovedp and 22#9% seeing no difference* No respondent 
thou^t that Qoimminicative skills had been impaired by attendwce at 
pre*school playgroups* 

faction Kg ^ Creative Skills 

Again no significant differencas between areas foimd, wi^h 66*4Z seeing 
this io^rovadp 32«9I seeing no differeneep and 0*7X seeing &a actual 
ii^airment* 

, AiDong other effects that playgroups had on pi^ils was the general arem 
of self-confidence i^ntloned by 111 of respondents* 

Question 5 1 (Ajre children who have attended playgroup*** **?) 
Section As - mbre/less clumsy 

Sespondentd were asked to assess specific properties attached to the 
children* 35% thou^t chat children who had attended piaygro^ps were 
lass alujpQsyp 17*91 thought that children ware mm cluosy* 

Sectioii 8 1 more/less tfcaanable to classraoa discipline 
45Z of reiipondatitg thou^c children war^ m?r# aoena to classroom 
discipline t 17* 9Z thought children were less loanable to classroom 
discipline. : . , : = , / . 




Ci " Piore/iesii likely to thto^ ta ntrums 
152 thought children ware iwre likely to thrmf tmntrmm and 32*11 
thought children were leas likely to throw tmtrraiSp 



SectiQn D; * mere/lass aggressive 

201 thought that children were nsore aggresaivtp 30.71 thought that they 
were lass aggressive* 

Section El v^ more/less able to org^iae themaelvei without eupervislon 
59*31 thought children were better able to orgmise themselves without 
supervision, whireas 3*6% thought they ware less able. 

Section Fi - nore/lesi continent 

40.71 thought the children were raore continent , md 0.7% thought they 
were less continent* 

Section G: - tap ra/ less mature 

57*9% thcu^t that pre-achool playgroup children were more mature ^ 
0*7% thou^t thay were less mature* 

Section H: - TOre/leas interested in school 

57*9% thQu^t that children were more interested in school, 0,7% thought 
that pre-school playgroup children were lees interested in school thm 
their pears* 

Section ti ^ caore/leas happy in school 

57.1% thou^t chtldran ware n^re happy in school , whereas 2*li thought 
children were less happy in school than their pesrs. 

Sactlon J I ^ made friends more/less easily 

72*1% thought that playgroi^ children made friends more easily, whereas 
2*1% thou^t that pl^groi^ children made friendi lass easily. 

Section IC s 

^rmn$ other comaints that teachers made was that playgroup children 
had a better trnderstrnding of interacting with adults. 

Question 6 % <0n entty to school, are playgroi^ -children younger, 
olderi or the saiae age as non^laygroup children?) 
9*3% of taachen reported that playgro^ children were yoimger 
at, admission to infaat or first 's5hools, 90. 71*^ reported no 
sl^iflamt difference in ages. 



QugitiQn 7% (Do playgroup ehildcen diffsr ttom thrnii^ poers,..?) 
'feachera reporttd that playgroup children differed from their peers 
in terms of parental ba^growd and social class in 46«4% of caseSi 
25^ reported that playgroup children differed from their peers in terms 
of parental education p 33.61 reported that playgroup children differed 
ffom their peers In respect of where the children lived* 41.4% 
reported that playgroup children differed from their peers in respect 
of ^here the ^hild^s TOther worked, 10,71 thought that playgroup 
children^e parents differed from other parents in 10,71 of cases, 
iiotably sGcial class. 

Question 8s (Do playgroup children react differently from their peers 
in being disciplined?) 

47*1% thought that playgroup Ghildren reacted differantly from their 
peers in being disaiplined* 

Quastion 9 ; (Do playgroup children integrate with non-playgroup 
ehildren wellp or do they maintain themselves as a gro^?) 
15,7% of teachers thought that playgroi^ children did not integrate 
well with non^laygroi^ childrenp as they tended to maintain themselves 
as a group, whereas 84,3% of teachers thought that playgroup children 
integrated as well or batter thm other children. 

Que at ion 10 : (What cm you tell us about the type t ^ playgroups from 
which the children come?) 

Saction A ; Teachers reported that only 19,31 of playgroups that ware 
feeding into other schoala had qualified teachers running or helping in 
the organisation of it. 

Section B ; 47,91 reported that the playgroup was a 5 day a week 
playgroup. 

Section C i 66,4% of teachers reported that the playgroup was a 
volmtary playgroi^. 

Section 52,91 reported that the playgrot^s were approved by the 
local education authority « 



Section E g Only 43% of teachers stated that the playgro^s were part 
of m EPA scheme, all occurring in inner city areas, 
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SactlQn f t 32 .1^ raporfcad that the playgroup was run in eonjuAetion 
with SOTO ether orgamlsations particulsrly local chyrehas. 



Saction G i The average age at vhich childreaware accepted to playgroups 
was juit imder 3 yoars (2 years 11 months) • 

Seetion H i 70% replied that the playgroup was popular. 

Section Ii 60,7% reported that the playgroup had been eitabliehed 
^re than 3 years* 

Sactlnn J i; 9.3% reported that the playgroups mat BOtm tiim during 
sahool holidays « 

Section K s Only 17,1% of teachers thought that the childran ware 
tau^t at playgroups* 

Question II ; (In your opiniQa, am a ahild in schcol ba categorised 
as a 'playgroup child* *) 

Only 24*3% of taachers thou^t that a child ia flchcol could be categorised 
as a 'playgroi^ child*' 



Question 13 1 Teachari wew askad to riapond oa a sevaa pDint attitude 
scale j from 4^3 Strongly in Favcur to --S Stroii^y Against Playgroi^s* ' 
There ware iigpificait variatioas in taachers attltuias* The overall 
inpressian was that moat tiachers mxm in fairotir ot playgroupa (+2), 

Question 14 1 69*3% of taachars itated that th%y had or would send 
their own ^ildnn to playgrQ^E* 

Question 15 ; However ^ only 44,32 had either or t^uld be prepared to 
orgmise a playgroijq^* 

Question 16 1 "^riereaa 651 of teachifs statad that they would be prepared 
to help at a playgroup t 

Quastien 17 g This revialad Iwgm variations batwean different areas 
smpiedi with regard to the lengtbi of teaehicg eiqparianea that taachers 



bsd. ^ The av€^aga Igmgth o£ ^aehin^ ai^riane^ 11.4 fMtm^ 

with t4imahaM bsving had lo^gar a^aHemcs beimg Mntvod preatfi^naEitly 



SECfim 5 I CONa«USION 



this oQnelu^s the spaclfia ualysis af Che rtsults* IlDwavarp tha^e 
ara pa^haps mom vii^t ot mtm ganaMl factors which tiaid ra be 
dlicossad* Ona o£ tha raoat su^pHsiag findiaga was that than was 
an overall corralatloa batwaaa laagth of Caadiing, as^ariaaca mi tha 
degrat af positiva attitude tcwatds playgroups- Ofchat 'sljpifieaAi: 
^factors wars as follwst Tsaahara in uvbsm and eoanutlag araas wsva 
aigaiflantly laora positive tawaxds pi ay groins mi alao thou^t Cham 
£0 ba wotm baaaflcial to thaiir pupili« Taaatevii in idttaf ctqr araas 
aad in ao&*cewucing araaa CMdad to bs lasa positiva md iaga 
anthufliastlc ^out the affeota ptfa**8cI^Ql playgroups had upoa tha 
ahlld'a liagyistlc and soaiaX abllitias* 

Again in aonaldarlag tha othat major faato^ masipulatadi hauslngp 
a almlar traad aaargad in that la pndo^timtly cawall house 
eatetoaat araas for achools taaAera wara again lags positiva sbout 
tha pra-'Sdioal playgi^oupsi mBaj maraly dasaribing them as *quallfiad 
ahild^^adara* ' Iftismas in tha priv^M sactors, partiaularly in 
schpola sarviag wall^stmblishad privata housing aaratsap^ ttta taachars 
mtB unaainous about tha peal tlva af facts of pra^aahool piaygifoi^a. 

h thltd factor taken Into eonatdaration tha dlffaranaa bati^aon 
sohoola in pradominmtly wiieiag alass^ areas or pradomnmtly niddla 
elass areas p vhara parhaps it mi^t ba thought that ablli^aa had nora 
to gain froffi pra-a^ool playgrot^Si tha attitudi was ai^ifiaantly 
lass favouritola tovard pra^aabool pli^gn^s, mi also tha positiva 
gffaota of pra*9ohool playgroup attandmaa mra sa^nifeoidiidt ^ ' 

niare appaarad to ba no aii^iflcMt diffaraacas hatiman ragioas* ^a 
major diffaranaas tandad to eon doim to thosa of ^littl alatfip w 
glthar diraatly monitond or indinatly ttonitore^p su^ as houaing 
a&d t^ diffaranoa ha^aan Iraiar ttd outar eity arsaa* HorA Walas lap 
honaveri a ao table aKcaptlon. Va thiuk that thia £a tt^nil^ dua to tha 



raiativgly low ineidence of pve-i^hoal plaffrot^s^ leeitait of ths low 
populatioB density in the pwdemnantly agricultural staat lalmd md 
tha highly dease coastal wsorts. Hot«yer, even allpying for Che 
wide vsriatlomi in responie from taachsra^ thew is ee*Cainly ag«efflent 
that attaodance at pM*schGol plsygroi^i is bentficlal in a nuiAar 
of ii^Qttant araas^ such as lOTguage ^llity sad soclalisatiott and 
cartaloly deas no haM in rost of tba other factors cOT#idared* In 
making this ad hoc judginent theiasalvee taadiers sam to coascioysly 
rscggaiaa this by holding positive atcitudai Cowards ths notion of 
pra^sahoel playgroups* 
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